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1. Claims 23-79 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claims 23,41,45,62,66,70,77,78, and 79 are not clear because it is not known the meets and 
bounds of the claimed invention. 

In claim 23 line 5, the term"whereby" makes the claim vague and indefinite because the 
applicant never mentioned the integrity before. Similar problem exists in claims 24,45-46, and 62. 
Claims 24-40,42-44, 47-61,63-65,67-69, and 71-76 are rejected since they depend fi-om the 
rejected claims. 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless ~ 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371© of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

Claims 23-79 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being clearly anticipated by 
Toyoyama et al.(6, 157,658) 

Toyayama et al. disclose a method comprising the steps of transmitting to a node a form of data 
signal fi*om outside the network, converting the signal into a virtually concatenated information 
structure, the converting step including the step of processing a path overhead of the signal; the 
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data signal comprising VC-4, or VC-3, or AU3; and controlling the aligning step according to 
contents of bytes Jl and H4. (See details of figure 5 and abstract). 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

4. In the remarks of Dec 3 1,2001, the applicant traverses the rejection of the claims under 35 
U.S.C 102. The traversal is based on the ground that reference does not teach concatenated 
information structure. This argument is not found to be persuasive. Applicant's attention is 
directed at column 2 line 1 to column 6 line 50, wherein it teaches the concatenated information 
structure. 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated fi*om the maiUng date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS fi-om the mailing date 
of this final action. 
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6. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Dang Ton at telephone 
number (703)305-4739. 

DANG TON 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



D. Ton 

3/3/2002 



